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REMARKS 

This is a full and timely response to the outstanding non-final Office Action 
mailed November 4, 2005. Reconsideration and allowance of the application and 
pci ding claims are respectfully requested. 

Claim Rejections - 35 ILS.C. § 103(a) 

Claims 1-7, 9-12, 14-28, 30-32, and 34-46 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
(a) as allegedly being unpatentable over Narasimhan (U.S. Patent 6,446,192) in 
of Perholtz (U.S. Patent No. 5,732,212). Applicants respectfully traverse this 
It is well-established at law that, for a proper rejection of a claim under 35 
C. §103 as being obvious based upon a combination of references, the cited 
combination of references must disclose, teach, or suggest, either implicitly or explicitly, 
elements/features/steps of the claim at issue. See, eg., In Re Dow Chemical, 5 
.P.Q.2d 1529, 1531 (Fed. Cir. 1988), and In re Keller, 208 U.S.P.Q.2d 871. 881 
CJ\A. 1981). 
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a. Claim 1 

As provided in independent claim 1 , Applicants claim: 

An appliance for monitoring equipment comprising: 

first means for receiving data from said equipment; 

second means for receiving a set of configuration data, wherein 
said second means includes a communication module; and 

third means for processing said equipment data in 
accordance with a plurality of optional services, wherein said 
configuration data is adapted to enable or disable said optional 
services, wherein said appliance is adapted to restart upon receiving 
a restart signal from said communication module. 



(E nphasis added). 
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Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 1 is allowable for at 
leah the reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teach, or 
su|gest at least "third means for processing said equipment data in accordance with a 
phfrality of optional services, wherein said configuration data is adapted to enable or 
disable said optional services, wherein said appliance is adapted to restart upon 
receiving a restart signal from said communication module," as recited and 
enjphasized above in claim 1. 

For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
is |»nnected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
internet for remote control and monitoring." Col. 6, lines 21-24. The chip 36 
implements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
pe formance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
clients 30." Col. 6, lines 30-35. 

With regard to the Office Action, it alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan 
disclosure cited at col. 5, lines 49-62 discloses "third means for processing said 
equipment data in accordance with a plurality of optional services, wherein said 
cotfiguration data is ad ap ted to enable or disable said optional services, wherein said 
ap>liance is adapted to restart upon receiving a restart signal from said 
co nmunication module." However, this portion of the disclosure is describing a 
cli mt 30 and not the single integrated chip 36. Regardless, the client 30 does not 
ap >ear to process equipment data based upon configuration data that is adapted to 
en ible or disable optional services. At most, Narasimhan teaches that the chip 36 
mi y be set up for different network interface options, but it clearly fails to teach or 
su ; jgest that processing of equipment data is able to be configured in accordance with 
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cox figuration data that is adapted to enable or disable .optional service, as described in 
thejclaim. See cols. 11-12, lines 49-39. 

Further, the Office Action acknowledges that Narasimhan fails to teach or 

1;est the feature "wherein said appliance is adapted to restart upon receiving a 
art signal from said communication module," as recited in the claim. However, 
thejoffice Action alleges that Perhcltz discloses the feature. Office Action, page 10. 

With regard to Perholtz, it appears to teach at most that a remote computer or 
PC|2 monitors a host PC 10 and in so doing, the remote PC 2 may instruct the host PC 
10 lo restart or re-boo L See col. 12, lines 16-32. This is not similar to the present 
sut ject matter, since Perholtz fails to teach or suggest that an appliance for monitoring 
eqt ipment is adapted to restart upon receiving a restart signal. Rather, Perholtz is 
mo :e akin to the situation of an equipment device restarting, and not the appliance 
mo litoring the equipment device. Therefore, Perholtz is legally inadequate to 
dispose the alleged feature. 

For at least these reasons, a prima facie case establishing an obviousness 
rejection by the proposed combination of Narasimhan in view of Perholtz has not 
beep made. Therefore, the rejection of claim 1 should be withdrawn. 

b. Claims 7^7. 9-12. and 14-20 

Because independent claim 1 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dependent claims 2-7, 9-12, and 14-20 (which depend from independent claim 1) are 
all< wable as a matter of law for at least the reason that dependent claims 2-7, 9-12, 
arte 14-20 contain all the steps and features of independent claim 1. For at least this 
rea ton, the rejections of claims 2-7, 9-12, and 14-20 should be withdrawn. 
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Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for the allowability of 
clfcms 2-7, 9-12, and 14-20, these dependent claims recite further features and/or 
cc nbinarions of features (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that 
ar t patcntably distinct from the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why 
th se dependent claims are allowable. 



c Claim 21 

As provided in independent claim 21 , Applicants claim: 

An appliance for monitoring equipment comprising: 
a data port for receiving data from said equipment; 
a communication module for receiving one or more software 
components, each software component for processing said 
equipment data in accordance with an optional service, and for 
receiving a set of configuration data adapted to enable or disable 
said software components; 

a memory for storing said software components; and 
a processor for executing said software components In 
accordance with said configuration data. 



(Epphasds added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 21 is allowable for at 
ieafet the reason that Narasimhan in view of Perhaltz does not disclose, teach, or 
sujgest at least M a communication module for receiving one or more software 
co: iponents, each software component for processing said equipment data in 
ordance with an optional service, and for receiving a set of configuration data 
to enable or disable 6aid software components" and w a processor for executing 
1 software components in accordance with said configuration data,* 1 as recited and 
above in claim 21. 

For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
onnected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
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for remote control and monitoring.' 1 Col. 6, lines 21-24. The chip 36 
implements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
pejjtformance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
30." Cot 6, lines 30-35. 

With regard to the Office Action, it alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan 
cited at col. 1, lines 62-63 discloses "a communication module for J*eceiving 
or more software components, each software component for processing said 
data in accordance with an optional service, and for receiving a set of 
figuration data adapted to enable or disable said software components." However, 
portion of the disclosure is describing a web server machine 20 of the background 
Moreover, the portion of the disclosure (e.g., FIG. 12) that allegedly discloses "a 
for executing said software components in accordance with said 
figuration data' 1 is that of a single interface chip 36. Therefore, the Office Action 
to state where the disclosure teaches an appliance for monitoring equipment that 
these claimed elements. 
Also, it appears that Narasimhan teaches at most that a single network 
chip 36 may be connected to a device and set up for different network 
options, but it clearly fails to teach or suggest that processing of equipment 
is able to be configured in accordance with configuration data that is adapted to 
or disable optional service, as described in the claim. See cols. 1 1-12, Jines 49- 
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Further, the cited art of PerhoUz feits to cure the deficiencies of the Narasimhan 
ace in suggesting or teaching all of the claimed features. Therefore, a prima facie 
establishing an obviousness rejection by the proposed combination of 
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As provided in independent claim 22, Applicants claim: 

An appliance for monitoring one or more office equipment 
devices comprising: 

a data port for receiving data from an equipment device; 

software adapted primarily for monitoring said equipment 
devices, said software including one or more software components, 
each software component for processing equipment data in 
accordance with an optional service; 

a communication module for receiving a set of configuration 
data adapted to enable or disable said software components, wherein 
said software components comprise at least software with 
instructions for monitoring a different appliance; 

a memory for storing said software; and 

a processor for executing said software in accordance with 
said configuration data. 



(Emphasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 22 is allowable for at 
t the reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teach, or 
suri jest at least "software adapted primarily for monitoring said equipment devices, 
sai< software including one or more software components, each software component 
processing equipment data in accordance with an optional service," "a 
codununication module for receiving a set of configuration data adapted to enable or 
di& ble said software components, wherein said software components comprise at 
lea t software with instructions for monitoring a different appliance," and "a processor 
for executing said software in accordance with said configuration data," as recited and 
em >hasized above in claim 22. 
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For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
is c onnected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
inti met for remote control and monitoring." Col. 6, lines 21-24. The chip 36 
w ixr Dlements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
per bnnance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
clie its 30." Col. 6, lines 30-35. 

The Office Action alleges that the portion of die Narasimhan disclosure cited at 
col 1 , lines 62-63 discloses "software adapted primarily for monitoring said equipment 
de\ ices, said software including one or more software components, each software 
cor iponeut for processing equipment data in accordance with an optional service. " 
Ho vever, this portion of the disclosure is describing .a web server machine 20 of the 
bac cground art. The portion of the disclosure that allegedly discloses "a 
cot utnunication module for receiving a set of configuration data adapted to enable or 
dis ble said software components, wherein said software components comprise at 
lea t software with instructions for monitoring a different appliance 11 and M a processor 
for executing said software components in accordance with said configuration data" is 
tha of a single interface chip 36, as s&own in FIG. 12. Therefore, the Office Action 
fail ? to state where the disclosure teaches an appliance for monitoring equipment that 
includes all of these claimed elements. 

Further, it appears that Narasimhan teaches at most that a single network 
interface chip 36 may be connected to a device and set up for different network 
int< rface options, but it clearly fails to teach or suggest that processing of equipment 
dat i is able to be configured in accordance with configuration data that is adapted to 
enable or disable optional service, as described in the claim. See cols. 1 1-12, lines 49- 
39. 
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Lastly, the cited art of Perholtz fails to cure the deficiencies of the Narasimhan 
reference in suggesting or teaching all of the claimed features. Therefore, a prima facie 
cs se establishing an obviousness rejection by the proposed combination of 
N xrasimhan in view of Perholtz has not been made. For the aforementioned reasons, 
thp rejection of claim 22 should be withdrawn. 

e. Claim 23 

As provided in independent claim 23, Applicants claim: 

A system for monitoring equipment comprising: 
one or more monitoring appliances adapted to monitor said 
equipment, each monitoring appliance including: 

first means for receiving data from said equipment; 
second means for receiving a set of configuration data; and 
third means for processing said equipment data in 
accordance with a plurality of optional services, wherein said 
configuration data is adapted to enable or disable said optional 
services, wherein said third means includes: 

software for processing said equipment data, said software 
including one or more software components, each software 
component for performing an optional service, wherein said 
software is adapted to restart said monitoring appliance after 
receiving and storing said configuration data; 
a memory for storing said software; and 
a processor for executing said software in accordance with 
said configuration data, which is adapted to enable or disable said 
software components; and 

fourth means for transmitting said configuration data to said 
monitoring appliances. 

(Emphasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 23 is allowable for at 
the reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teach, or 
at least "third means for processing said equipment data in accordance with a 
phfrality of optional services, wherein said configuration data is adapted to enable or 
i>le said optional services, wherein said third means includes: software for 
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said equipment data, said software including one or more software 
exponents, each software component for performing an optional service, wherein 
d software is adapted to restart said monitoring appliance after receiving and 
said configuration data" and "a processor for executing said software in 
with said configuration data, which is adapted to enable or disable said 
components," as recited and emphasized above in claim 23. 
For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
connected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
for remote control and monitoring." Col 6, lines 21-24. The chip 36 
ir|plemaits all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
30." CoL 6, lines 30-35. 

The Office Action alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan disclosure cited at 
5, lines 49-62 discloses "third means for processing said equipment data in 
with a plurality of optional services, wherein said configuration data is 
to enable or disable said optional services." However, this portion of the 
Josure is describing a client 30 and not the single integrated chip 36. Regardless, 
client 30 does not appear to process equipment data baaed upon configuration data 
is adapted to enable or disable optional services. At most, Narasimhan teaches 
the chip 36 may be set up for different network interface options, but it clearly 
to teach or suggest that processing of equipment data is able to be configured in 
accordance with configuration data that is adapted to enable or disable optional 
ser ice, as described in the claim. See cols. 11-12, lines 49-39. 

The Office Action further alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan 
disclosure cited at col. 3, lines 48-52 discloses '•wherein said third means includes: 
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soft vare for processing said equipment data, said software including one or more 
soft vare components, each software component for performing an optional service, 
wh< rein said software is adapted to restart said monitoring appliance after receiving 
and storing said configuration data," This portion of the disclosure is also describing 
thefclient30. 

The Office Action then alleges that the portion of the Narasimhan disclosure 
citeb at col. 5, lines 21-22 discloses "a processor for executing said software in 
acc >rdance with said configuration data, which is adapted to enable or disable said 
sofl svare components." This portion of the disclosure, however, is describing devices 
34 md not the client 30 or single network interface chip 36. Therefore, the Office 
Act on fails to state where the disclosure teaches an appliance for monitoring 
equ pment that includes all of these claimed elements. 

Further, the Office Action acknowledges that Narasimhan fails to teach or 
sug jest the feature "wherein said appliance is adapted to restart upon receiving a 
rest at signal from said communication module," as recited in the claim. However, 
the Office Action alleges that Perholtz discloses the featurfe. Office Action, page 10. 

Therefore, with regard to Perholtz, it appears to teach at most that a remote 
cox tputer or PC 2 monitors a host PC 10 and in so doing, the remote PC 2 may 
insi met the host PC 10 to restart or re-boot See col. 12, lines 16-32. This is not 
sin: ilar to the present subject matter, since Perholtz fails to teach or suggest that an 
apj liance for monitoring equipment is adapted to restart upon receiving a restart 
rig) al. Rather, Perholtz is more akin to the situation of an equipment device 
resi irting, and not the appliance monitoring the equipment device. Therefore, 
Pep holtz is legally inadequate to disclose the alleged feature. 
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For at least these reasons, a prima facie, case establishing an obviousness 
rejection by the proposed combination of Narasimhan in view of Perholtz has not 
beet made. Therefore, the rejection of claim 23 should be withdrawn. 

f. Claims 24-28, 30-32» and 34-36 

Because independent claim 23 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dep indent claims 24-28, 30-32, and 34-36 (which depend from independent claim 23) 
are Allowable as a matter of law for at least the reason that dependent claims 24-28, 
30-$2, and 34-36 contain all the elements and features of independent claim 23. For at 
leajt this reason, the rejections of claims 24-28, 30-32, and 34-36 should be 
withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for the allowability of 
claijns 24-28, 30-32, and 34-36, these dependent claims recite further features and/or 
combinations of features (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that 
e batentably distinct from the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why 
the|e dependent claims arc allowable. 

& data y* 

As provided in independent claim 37, Applicants claim: 

A system for monitoring office equipment comprising: 
one or more monitoring appliances adapted to monitor said 
office equipment, each monitoring appliance including: 
a data port for receiving data from said equipment; 
appliance software adapted primarily for monitoring said 
equipment, said software including one or more software 
components, each software component for processing said 
equipment data in accordance with an optional service, wherein said 
optional service includes functionality for monitoring a different 
appliance; 
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a first communication module for receiving a set of 
configuration data adapted to enable or disable said software 
components; 

a first memory for storing said appliance software; and 
a first processor for executing said software in accordance 
with said configuration data; and 
a central server including: 

server software for controlling the communication of data to 
and from said monitoring appliances; 

a first database of configuration data for said monitoring 
appliances; 

a second memory for storing said server software and said first 
database; 

a second processor for executing said server software; and 
a second communication module for transmitting said 



(EeJ phasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit thai independent claim 37 allowable for at least 
the reason that Narasimhan in view of Perholu does not disclose, teach, or suggest at 
leai t "each monitoring appliance including . . . appliance software adapted primarily 
monitoring said equipment, said software including one or more software 
components, each software component for processing said equipment data in 
accordance with an optional service, wherein said optional service includes 
tionality for monitoring a different appliance," "a first communication module for 
receiving a set of configuration data adapted to enable or disable said software 
cot iponents," and "a first processor for executing said software in accordance with 
sai<| configuration data/' as recited and emphasized above in claim 37 

For example, Narasimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
is donnected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to die 
into met for remote control and monitoring." Col. 6, lines 21-24. Hie chip 36 
im elements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
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pe rfbrmance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
d imta 30." Col. 6, lines 30-35. 

The Office Action alleges that the portion of the Narasimhon disclosure cited at 
co . 1, lines 62-64 discloses -each monitoring appliance including . . . appliance 
so tware adapted primarily for monitoring said equipment, said software including 
on 3 or more software components, each software component for processing said 
cq upment data in accordance with an optional service, wherein said optional service 
in< ludes functionality for monitoring a different appliance.- However, this portion of 
th< disclosure is describing a web server machine 20 of the background art. 

The portion of the disclosure that allegedly discloses "each monitoring 
appliance including ... a first communication module for receiving u set of 
coi figuration data adapted to enable or disable said software components" is allegedly 
dis :losed by the single network interface chip 36 in FIG. 12. The Office Action fails 
to ite where "each monitoring appliance including ... a first processor for executing 
sai I software in accordance with said configuration data" is disclosed. Therefore, the 
Of ice Action fails to state where the disclosure teaches an appliance for monitoring 
eqi ipment that includes all of these claimed elements, since the Office Action cites a 
plu ality of devices to disclose the claimed features. 

Further, in citing the portion of the Narasimhon disclosure that teaches "a 
cet xal server including ... a second processor for executing said server software," the 
Ofl ce Action cites the single network interface chip 36 that was used as support in 
dis< losing a monitoring appliance, as shown in FIG. 12. See Office Action, page 7. 

It appears, aAt most, Narasimhon teaches that the chip 36 may be set up for 
difi arent network interface options, but it clearly fails to teach or suggest that 
processing of equipment data is able to be configured in accordance with 
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cc ^figuration data that is adapted to enable or disable optional service, as described in 
thjj claim. See cols. 11-12, lines 49-39. 

Further, the cited art of Perholtz fails to cure the deficiencies of the Narasimhan 
erence in suggesting or teaching all of the claimed features. Therefore, a prima facie 
cake establishing an obviousness rejection by the proposed combination of 
Ni rasimhan in view of Perholtz has not been made. Therefore, the rejection of claim 
37| should be withdrawn . 

h. Claims 38-41 

Because independent claim 37 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dependent claims 38-41 (which depend from independent claim 37) are allowable as a 
m* tter of law for at least the reason that dependent claims 38-41 contain all the 
elc ments and features of independent claim 37. For at least this reason, the rejections 
of Claims 38-41 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for the allowability of 
cla|ms 38-41, these dependent claims recite further features and/or combinations of 
fea urcs (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that are putentably 
dis met from the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why these dependent 
cla ms are allowable. 



As provided in independent claim 42, Applicants claim: 

A system for monitoring office equipment comprising: 

one or more monitoring appliances adapted to monitor said office 
equipment, each monitoring appliance including: 

a data port for receiving data from said equipment; 

a first communication module for receiving one or more software 
components, each software component for processing said equipment data 
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in accordance with an optional service, and for receiving a set of 
configuration data adapted to enable or disable said software components: 
a first memory for storing said software components; and 
a first processor for executing said software components in 
accordance with said configuration data; and 
a central server including: 

server software for controlling the communication of data to and from 
said monitoring appliances; 

a first database of configuration data for said monitoring appliances- 
a second database of software components for said monitoruw 
appliances; 

a second memory for storing said server software and said first and 
second databases; 

a second processor for executing said server software; and 
a second com munication module for transmitting said configuration 
data and said software components to said monitoring appliances. 

(£ aphasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 42 allowable for at least 
tto reason that Narosimhan in view oSPerholtz does not disclose, teach, or suggest at 
lea it "each monitoring appliance including ... a first communication module for 
rec aving one or more software components, each software component for processing 
sai 1 equipment data in accordance with an optional service, and for receiving a set of 
coi figuration data adapted to enable or disable said software components" and "a first 
prc:essor for executing said software components in accordance with said 
coi figuration data," as recited and emphasized above in claim 42 

For example, Narosimhan appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
connected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
intt met for remote control and monitoring" Col. 6, lines 21-24. The chip 36 
"im >lements all networking services required to interface the device with a high 
per tmnance computer network 32 for remote control and monitoring by one or more 
die its 30." Col. 6, lines 30-35. 
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The Office Action alleges that FIG. 12 of the Narasimhan disclosure discloses 
"4ch monitoring appliance including ... a first communication module for receiving 
or e or more software components, each software component for processing said 
eq upment data in accordance with an optional service, and for receiving a set of 
co ^figuration data adapted to enable or disable said software components" and "a first 
pr lessor for executing said software components in accordance with said 
co ifiguration data." This portion of the disclosure is describing a single network 
inl srface chip 36. 

At most, Narasimhan teaches that the chip 36 may be set up for different 
ne work interface options, but it clearly fails to teach or suggest that processing of 
eqi ipment data is able to be configured in accordance with configuration data that is 
ad. pted to enable or disable optional service, as described in the claim. See cols. 11- 
12 lines 49-39. 

Further, in citing the portion of the Narasimhan disclosure that teaches "a 
cet tral server," the Office Action cites the single network interface chip 36 that was 
use A as support in disclosing a monitoring appliance referenced in FIG. 12. See 
Of ice Action, page 7. Therefore, the Office Action fails to cite where Narasimhan 
disposes all of the distinct system components in the claim. 

Further, the cited art of Perholtz fails to cure the deficiencies of the Narasimhan 
reference in suggesting or teaching all of the claimed features. Therefore, a prima facie 
cas s establishing an obviousness rejection by the proposed combination of 
asimhan in view of Perholtz has not been made. Therefore, the rejection of claim 
42 jhould be withdrawn. 
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As provided in independent claim 43, Applicants claim: 

A method for remotely configuring a monitoring appliance for 
monitoring equipment including the steps of: 

Kai i*°? n ? " P' u ' a "V of configurable software components in 
Mmonaonng appliance, each software component for performing 
afuncuonofsaid monitoring appliance; 

storing, in « central server] configuration data that 
determines which software components are enabled or disabled' 

to *aiA t ^ wn } t oadin S configuration data from said central 'server 
to said moni(ormg appliances and 

restarting sold monitoring appliance with said software 
ZT"Z e »^ for or disabled from execution in accordance 
with sata configuration data. 

(Bt iphasis added). 

Applicants respectfully submit that independent claim 43 auWjable for at least 
reason that Harasimhan in view of Perholtz does not disclose, teaii, or suggest at 
t "storing a plurality of configurable software components in ipiA monitoring 
aprfiance, each software component for performing a Junction of sjaid monitoring 
appliance," "storing, in a central server, configuration data that detjexmines which 
sof ware components am enabled or disabled," "downloading said corjjSguration data 
t. . sad m b „; a raraitMin8 „ d ^ ^ 

app lance with said software components enabled for or disabled ftoia execution in 
aco rdance with said configuration data," as recited and emphasized abivein claim 43 
For example, Narasim ' an appears to teach at most a single integrated chip that 
is connected to a device "thereby allowing the device to be easily connected to the 
into net for remote conUol and monitoring." Col. 6, lines 21-24. j The chip 36 
Implements all network^ services required to interface the device with a high 



pcrf >rmance computer netwcrl: 32 for 
diet ts 30." Col 6. lines 30-35. 



remote control and monitoring bjy one or more 
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The Office Action cites the single integrated chip 32 as disclosing the features of 
claim. As indicated above, however, the chip 32 implements network services for 
m&rfacing a device with a network and does not seem to teach or suggest aspects of 
ha lag configurable software components that perform functions if a monitoring 
an liance, where the configuration data determines which software Lponcnts are 
enabled or disabled. 

i 

Further, the Office Action acknowledges that Narasimhan flub to teach or 
suigest the feature of ••restarting said monitoring appliance with 1 said software 
components enabled for or disabled from execution in accordance with said 
coz figuration data," as recited in the claim. However, the Office Actjion alleges that 
Pe> holtz discloses the feature. Office Action, page 10. 

With regard to Perhcln, it appears to teach at most that a remjte computer or 
2 monitors a host PC 1 0 and in so doing, the remote PC 2 may insttjuct the host PC 
o restart or re-boot. See col. 12, lines 16-32. This is not simile} to the present 
sub ect matter, since Perholu fails to teach or suggest that an appUancej for monitoring 
equ pment is adapted to restart upon receiving a restart signal. RaoLr, Perhottz is 
mo; e akin to the situation of .n equipment device restarting, and noj the appliance 
monitoring the equipment cvice. Therefore, Perholtz is legally j inadequate to 

disc lose the alleged feature •' 

I 

For at leas, these reasons, a prima facie case establishing tm obviousness 
reje tfon by the proposed co nbination of Narasimhan in view of P^holtz has not 
beet made. Therefore, the re tion of claim 43 should be withdrawn. \ 
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k. Claims 44-46 

Because independent claim 43 is allowable over the cited art of record, 
dependent claims 44^6 (which depend from independent claim 43) are allowable as a 
matter of law for at least the reason that dependent claims 44-46 contain all the steps 
and features of independent claim 43. For at least this reason, the rejections of claims 
44-46 should be withdrawn. 

Additionally and notwithstanding the foregoing reasons for the allowability of 
claims 44-46, these dependent claims recite further features and/or combinations of 
features (as is apparent by examination of the claims themselves) that are patentably 
distinct from the cited art of record. Hence, there are other reasons why these dependent 
claims are allowable. 

Applicants respectfully submit that Applicants' pending claims are in 
condition for allowance. Favorable reconsideration and allowance of the present 
application and all pending claims are hereby courteously requested. If, in the opinion 
of the Examiner, a telephonic conference would expedite the examination of this matter, 
the Examiner is invited to call the undersigned attorney at (770) 933-9500. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Charles W. diggers 
Registration No. 47,283 
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